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2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 
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Detailed Action 

This action is a response to the amendment filed on 2/15/05. 
Claims 1-17 are pending in this application. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claimsl -3,5,7-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO 99/16003 issued to Newman in view of US Patent 5,860,071 issued to Ball et 
al(Ball). 

As per independent claim 1 , Newman teaches process for personalized access 
to information available on the Internet network, characterized in that it involves the 
steps of: 

creating at least one profile file comprising private data owned by the user, 
and/or data regarding the technical specifications of the user's computer(page 2, 
lines 28-29); 

in order to receive an offer file comprising matching rules for matching services 
accessible via the internet to said at least one profile(page 10, lines 7-14); 
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applying the matching rules in the offer file to the profile file in order to select one 
or more services from the offer file(page 5, lines 28-31 and page 6, lines 1-3); 
generating a HTML page in the user's computer describing said selected 
services(page 5, lines 1-30, page 6, lines 3-9, Fig.2, elements 100-103); 
pushing said HTML page into a web browser in the user's computer for 
permitting direct access to the services selected(page 5, lines 1-30, page 6, 
lines 13-17). 

However Newman does not teach repeatedly polling a service provider. 
Ball teaches repeatedly polling a service provider(col.5,lines 64-67 and 
col.6,lines1-23) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the process of Newman to add repeatedly polling a 
service provider as taught by Ball in order to keep track of changes in a document 
repository in an efficient manner (Ball, col. 2, lines 14-15). 

One ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Newman 
and Ball to provide a process for the user to be informed of changes on webpages(Ball, 
col.2, lines 14-55). 

As per claim 2, process according to claim 1 comprising creating and updating a 
local file comprising the selected services(Ball, Fig.6 t col. 6,29-32). Motivation to combine 
set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 3, process according to claim 2 characterized in that the polling is 
executed after a predetermined period(Ball, col.5,lines 64-67 and col.6, lines 1-23), and 
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when the user requests the establishment of an Internet connection(Newman, page 5, it 
is inherent that there is an establishment of an Internet connection because the user is 
receive web pages). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 5, process according to claim 1 characterized in that said at least 
one profile file comprises private data regarding the user and technical data relating to 
the user's computer(Newman, pagelO, lines 11-14,31 and page 11, lines 1-3; it is 
inherent that there is technical data relating to the user's computer because 
advertisements are being sent to inform the users for upgrades). 

As per claim 7, process according to claim 1 characterized in that it is used for 
achieving an electronic business application(Newman, page 1, lines 30-31). 

As per claim 8, computer program product comprising computer program code 
stored on a computer readable storage medium for, when executed on a computer, 
performing all the steps of claim 1 (Newman, page 2-28 ). 

Claim 9 is of the same scope as claim 1 . Claim 1 recites a method while claim 9 
recites an apparatus, therefore is rejected based on the same rationale (see claim 1 
rejection). 

Claim 10 is of the same scope as claim 2. Claim 2 recites a method while claim 

10 recites an apparatus, therefore is rejected based on the same rationale (see claim 2 
rejection). 

Claim 11 is of the same scope as claim 3. Claim 3 recites a method while claim 

1 1 recites an apparatus, therefore is rejected based on the same rationale (see claim 3 
rejection). 
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As per claim 12, process according to claim 1 wherein the HTML page is 
generated at the user's computer in response to the occurrence of predetermined 
conditions(Newman, page 6, Iines14-17). 

As per claim 13, apparatus according to claim 9, wherein the means for 
generating the HTML page resides on the user's computer and wherein the HTML page 
is generated in response to the occurrence of predetermined conditions(Newman, page 
6, lines 14-17). 

Claims 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
99/16003 issued to Newman in view of US Patent 5,860,071 issued to Ball et al(Ball) in 
further view of US Patent 5,710,884 issued to Dedrick. 

Newman in view of Ball teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however does not 
teach as per claim 4, process according to claim 1 characterized in that said profile file 
is encrypted into said local user machine. 

Dedrick teaches characterized in that said profile file is encrypted into said local 
user machine(col.6, lines 22-27). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the process of Newman in view of Ball to add 
characterized in that said profile file is encrypted into said local user machine as taught 
by Dedrick in order to protect the user profile from anyone other than the individual who 
is associated with the information (Dedrick, col.6, lines 24-25). 
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One ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Newman, 
Ball and Dedrick to provide a process to protect information(Dedrick, col.6, lines 24-25). 



Claims 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
99/16003 issued to Newman in view of US Patent 5,860,071 issued to Ball et al(Ball) in 
further view of US Patent 6,035,339 issued to Agraharam et al. (Agraharam). 

Newman in view of Ball teaches all the limitations of claim 1 however does not 
teach as per claim 6, process according to claim 1 characterized in that said at least 
one profile comprises technical data that is automatically collected by means of an 
analysis software program. 

Agraharam teaches characterized in that said at least one profile comprises 
technical data that is automatically collected by means of an analysis software 
program(col.4, lines 14-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the process of Newman in view of Ball to add 
characterized in that said at least one profile comprises technical data that is 
automatically collected by means of an analysis software program as taught by 
Agraharam in order to more conveniently determine the user terminal 
capabilities(Agraharam, col.1,lines31-35). 
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One ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Newman, 
Ball, Agraharam to provide a process which automatically determines end-user 
information(Agraharam, col.1, lines 38-40). 

Claims 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
WO 99/16003 issued to Newman in view of US Patent 5,860,071 issued to Ball et 
al(Ball) in further view of US Patent 6,330,569 issued to Baisley et al.(Baisley). 

Newman in view of Ball teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however does not 
teach as per claim 14, process according to claim 1 wherein the at least one profile file 
is a XML file stored on the user's computer, and as per claim 15, process according to 
claim 14 wherein the offer file is an XML file repeatedly downloaded from the service 
provider and stored on the user's computer. 

Baisley teaches at least one profile file is a XML file stored on the user's 
computer and wherein the offer file is an XML file repeatedly downloaded from the 
service provider and stored on the user's computer(Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the process as taught by Newman in view of Ball to add at 
least one profile file is a XML file stored on the user's computer and wherein the offer 
file is an XML file repeatedly downloaded from the service provider and stored on the 
user's computer as taught by Baisley in order to provide updates(Baisley, col.2, Iine54- 
67). 
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One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine Newman, Ball, and Baisley in order to provide a process where 
the user can update software on their computers(Baisley, col.2, lines 54-67). 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as claim 14(see above). 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as claim 15(see above). 

Response to Arguments 

The applicant has amended claims 16,17 to overcome the 1 12 2 nd paragraph 
rejection, therefore the examiner withdraws the 1 12 2 nd rejection. 

Applicant's arguments filed 2/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Newman does not teach as per claim 1-17, "generating 
an HTML page in the user's computer". The examiner disagrees, Newman, page 5, 
dines 1-30, page 6, lines 13-17, Fig. 2, elements 100-103 teaches "generating an HTML 
page in the user's computer". The client computer receives HTML code from the 
server. The browser interprets this code and a web page (HTML page) is generated to 
the user on the computer. Newman also describes receiving a webpage and adding 
conditional items to the webpage as recited on page 6 of the applicant's Remarks. By 
adding these conditional items the webpage is changed from the received webpage and 
therefore a new webpage is generated. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3941 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M.-12 P.M. and 1 -6 P.M. 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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